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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the RCE amendment filed on 1/29/2007. 
This action is made Non-Final. 

2. In the amendment, claims 4, 10, 12-18, 23, 25-26, 28, 30-36, 41, 43, 45, 47, 49-55, 60, 
and 62-71 are pending in the case. Claims 63-65 are independent claims. 

3. The rejections of claims 4, 12-18, 23, 25, 26, 30-36, 41, 43, 45, 49-55, 60, and 62-71 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ludwig et al, hereinafter Ludwig 
(Pat.# 5,689,641, 11/18/97), and fiirther in view of Goodkovsky (US Pat.# 6,807,535 B2, 
10/19/2004, provisional application filed on 3/8/2000), and further in view of "Getting Results 
with Microsoft Office 97", hereinafter Office, Microsoft 1997, pp.628-630, have been withdrawal 
as necessitated by the newly found prior art. 

4. The rejections of claims claims 10, 28, and 47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ludwig, in view of Goodkovskyi, fiirther in view of Office as applied to claim 
63 above, and fiuther in view of Bowman-Ammuah, hereinafter Bowman (US Pat.# 6,640,238 
Bl, 10/28/2003, filed on 8/31/1999), have been withdrawn as necessitated by the newly found 
prior art. 
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Priority 

5. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for domestic priority under 35 

U.S.C. 1 19(e), and based on U.S provisional application # 60/228,853 filed on 8/29/2000, which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The E)S filed on 3/19/2007 has been approved by the examiner. 

Drawings 

7. The drawings filed on 8/29/2001 have been approved by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 4, 12-18, 23, 25, 26, 30-36, 41, 43, 45, 49-55, 60, and 62-71 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ludwig et al, hereinafter Ludwig (Pat.# 5,689,641, 

1 1/18/97), and fiirther in view of Goodkovsky (US Pat.# 6,807,535 B2, 10/19/2004, provisional 
application filed on 3/8/2000), and further in view of "Getting Results with Microsoft Office 97", 
hereinafter Office, Microsoft 1997, pp. 628-630, 523(newly added), and fiirther in view of Lee 
(USPub. # 2002/0010926 Al, 1/24/2002, filed on 4/7/1998). 
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Regarding independent claim 63, Ludwig discloses presenting a user interface that allows 
users of multimedia client workstations in a network "MLAN" to view the multimedia files 
requested by multimedia clients stored at a server that supports file tagging and search— 
providing rich media files comprising a plurality of different types of rich media, and storing the 
rich media files in a searchable database as dynamic rich media objects that are defined in 
accordance with an object data model for rich media presentations, supports a plurality of 
queries used to search and retrieve stored dynamic rich media objects based on data contents 
(col.l8, line 64-col.l9, line 27, col.30, line 27-coL31, lines 1-6, 40-67, col.32, lines 46-65, fig. 
31A-D,35-40,fig.2B). 

Ludwig teaches multimedia windows having the title of the presentation on a title bar 
located on top -object identifier field(Fig2h), 

In addition, Ludwig teaches presenting a second set of aimotations in another section of a 
snapshot window, "Yes! I see the problem" - one or more participant input fields that store 
participant inputs that are received in response to participant interaction with the corresponding 
dynamic rich media objects (fig.2b). 

Moreover, Ludwig discloses displaying the names of participating members of a 
multimedia session — "Tom Griner, and Bob Lake"—. The users also must register the services 
they provide, and this information is stored in a database in order to properly obtain access to the 
information stored in the system - creating a rich media presentation by associating a group of 
the dynamic rich media objects with an identifier for the presentation (fig.2b, col.21, lines 23- 
35). 
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Moreover, Ludwig discloses providing a screen window having face icons of people to 
take part of the multimedia session - providing a participant interface for selectively requesting 
to view the presentation, and for receiving input from a participant in the group in connection 
with one or more dynamic rich media objects when presented to the participant as part of the 
presentation; (fig.2b, col.21, lines 45-64). 

Moreover, Ludwig discloses numbering or tagging video/audio with frame numbers at 
every 1/30^^ interval of a second. In other words, the frames would be numbered \l2>Qf^ start- 
time field- 2/30^*^, 3/30*^ sec to enable identification, and searching through the frames. A video, 
stored, and transmitted by a server to client(s), presented varies according to the face of the 
person presented, predetermined video/audio capabilities, and services a user is registered for.- , 
a start-time field for storing a start time attribute for the corresponding dynamic rich media 
object, in response to a request to view the presentation, assembling a plurality of the dynamic 
rich media objects in real time on a server so that the dynamic rich media objects are displayed 
on the basis of the start- time attribute of each dynamic rich media object wherein the server 
distributes to a requesting participant a version of the rich media presentation that dynamically 
varies as a function of the participant and object permission keys and of one or more 
participant-tracking attributes related to the requesting participant (col. 29, lines 50-67, col.21, 
lines 10-42, col.31, lines 30-67). Ludwig fails to explicitly teach one or more participant- 
tracking fields that track participant progress with respect to one or more dynamic rich media 
object. However, Lee teaches displaying the progress of a video display on a screen (0030). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
combined the video frame tagging of Ludwig, and the time display of video displayed on a 
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screen of Lee, because of all the reasons found in Lee, including an easy way(non cumbersome) 
of viewing elapsed time of the video display(0004-0009). 

Further, Ludwig discloses storing service records in a server's service database. The user 
is able to create, and edit the multimedia presentations (fig.2b, col.21, lines 23-35). Ludwig fails 
to explicitly teach storing participant-tracking and participant input attributes in the database 
when the requesting participant has viewed at least a portion of one or more of the dynamic rich 
media objects in the presentation. However, Goodkovsky teaches adapting a multimedia 
presentation to preferences and styles of an individual leamer (col.3, lines 1-67). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have combined 
Ludwig, and Goodkovsky, because Goodkovsky teaches above an easy to design, and cost- 
effective method of tutoring a person. 

Furthermore, Ludwig fails to explicitly teach dynamic rich media objects wherein the 
predefined object attribute fields are defined to include: an object identifier field for storing an 
object identifier that identifies a corresponding dynamic rich media object a participant-access 
control permission key field for storing participant-access control permission keys for the 
corresponding dynamic rich media object; one or more participant-progress tracking fields. 
However, Office teaches a database containing fields that store details about audio music 
collection. The database items can be protected using passwords set up for each user (pages 628- 
629, 523). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have combined Ludwig, Goodkovsky, and Office, because of all the reasons found 
in Office, including cataloging a collection of audio music to make it easier to find various audio 
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music selections (pag 626). This would make it easier, quicker and safer to find the collaboration 
videos taught by Ludwig. 

Regarding claim 4, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses a client screen 
displaying full-motion video of the three conference participants, while another screen selected 
by a participant shows data being annotated — at least one participant to modify the dynamic 
objects (col.6, lines 53-57, col.21, lines 46-64, fig. 2A-2B). 

Regarding claim 12, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses the video images are 
presented in the NTSC-quality tv performance at 30 fi-ames per second (col.6, lines 37-44, 48- 
57). This impUes that each video fi-ame has a start and stop time, since 60 video fi-ames must be 
displayed in a period of one second. For instance, the first video firame start time would be at 
1/60 of the second, and a stop time of 2/60 of the same second. 

Regarding claim 13, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses the video images are 
presented to clients using various types of computers, such as computers in the UNIX, Apple, 
DOS, Windows, etc., operating systems — dynamic rich media objects that dijfer from each other 
only in their format characteristics (col.6, lines 16-35). 

Regarding claim 14, which depends on claim 13, Ludwig discloses clients' viewers 
. playing back the video images are presented using various types of computers, such as 
computers in the UNIX, Apple, DOS, Windows, etc., operating systems, and different 
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bandwidth, such as Tl, ISDN, fractional Tl, T3, etc.— player type and bandwidth (col.6, lines 
16-35, and coLlO, lines 33-41, col. 32, lines 49-67, fig.4). 

Regarding claim 15, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses that before the cUents 
can access any video/audio resources, they must register the services they provide, so that a 
"collaboration initiator can find collaboration participants no matter where they are located- rich 
media objects selected based on participant profiling (col.21, lines 5-35). 

Regarding claim 16, which depends on claim 15, Ludwig discloses that before the clients 
can access any video/audio resources, they must register the services they provide, such as video 
call, snapshot sharing, conference, etc., — permission levels of services that can be accessed at a 
specific client— so that a "collaboration initiator can find collaboration participants no matter 
where they are located (coL6, lines 16-22). 

Regarding claim 17, which depends on claim 15, Ludwig discloses clients' viewers 
playing back the video images are presented using various types of computers, such as 
computers in the UNIX, Apple, DOS, Windows, etc., operating systems, and different 
bandwidth, such as Tl, ISDN, fractional Tl, T3, etc. — participant viewer attributes (col.6, lines 
16-35, and col.lO, lines 33-41, col. 32, lines 49-67, fig.4). 

Regarding claim 18, which depends on claim 17, Ludwig discloses clients' viewers 
playing back the video images are presented using various types of computers, such as 
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computers in the UNIX, Apple, DOS, Windows, etc., operating systems, and different 
bandwidth, such as Tl, ISDN, fractional Tl, T3, etc— player type and bandwidth (coL6, lines 
16-35, and col.lO, lines 33-41, col. 32, lines 49-67, fig.4). 

Regarding claim 23, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses a mechanism 
supporting the inter-file search capability to allow a user to search through and navigate stored 
audio/video or multimedia information or documents, such as frame numbers, and timecodes — 
attribute fields of the dynamic rich media objects (col.31, lines 40-67). 

Regarding claim 25, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses an expert answering 
the boss's questions while holding a visual conference — the participant input field stores 
information in a form of a quiz response (col.38, lines 1-11, fig.40). 

Regarding claim 26, which depends on claim 6, Ludwig discloses a client screen 
displaying fixU-motion video of the three conference participants, while another screen selected 
by a participant shows data being annotated — modify the dynamic objects (col.6, lines 53-57, 
coL21, lines 46-64, fig. 2A-2B). 

Claims 30-36, 41, 43 are directed towards a system for implementing the steps found in 
claims 12-18, 23, 25 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 
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Claims 45, and 49-55, 60, and 62 are directed towards a computer-readable medium for 
storing the computer-executable steps found in claims 26, and 12-18, 23, and 25 respectively, 
and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claim 64 is directed towards a system for implementing the steps found in claim 63, and 
therefore is similarly rejected. 

Claim 65 is directed towards a computer-readable medium for storing the computer- 
executable steps found in claim 63, and therefore is similarly rejected. 

Regarding claim 66, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses storing service 
records in a server's service database. The user is able to create, and edit the multimedia 
presentations (fig.2b, col.21, lines 23-35). Ludwig fails to expUcitly teach generating a usage 
report based on the attributes of the dynamic objects of the rich media presentation. However, 
Goodkovsky teaches generating comments about the learner's performance of a test (col. 12, 
lines 6-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have combined Ludwig, and Goodkovsky, because Goodkovsky teaches above an 
easy to design, and cost-effective method of tutoring a person. 

Regarding claim 67, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses storing service 
records in a server's service database. The user is able to create, and edit the multimedia 
presentations (fig.2b, col.21, lines 23-35). Ludwig fails to expHcitly teach the object attribute 
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fields further comprises a quiz success status field. However, Goodkovsky teaches generating 
comments about the learner's performance of a test pass of fail (col. 12, lines 6-30). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
combined Ludwig, and Goodkovsky, because Goodkovsky teaches above an easy to design, and 
cost-effective method of tutoring a person. 

Claims 68-69 are directed towards a system for implementing the steps found in claims 
66-67 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claims 70-71 are directed towards a computer-readable medium for storing the 
computer-executable steps found in claims 66-67 respectively, and therefore are similarly 
rejected. 

10. Claims 10, 28, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ludwig, in view of Goodkovsky, further in view of Office as applied to claim 63 above, and 
further in view of Lee as appUed to claim 63 above, and further in view of Bowman- Anmiuah, 
hereinafter Bowman (US Pat.# 6,640,238 Bl, 10/28/2003, filed on 8/31/1999). 

Regarding claim 10, which depends on claim 63, Ludwig discloses the multiplexing or 
combining of audio and video streams (synchronized with other window graphics) by the 
storage media in the server, so as to enable the clients in the network to download or playback 
the video streams stored in the server — storing object definitions (col.31, lines 7-19, 27-39, and 
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48-53, and col.32, lines 46-65). Ludwig fails to explicitly disclose storing object definitions in 
XML for a plurality of the dynamic objects. However, Bowman teaches the use of the XML- 
based SMIL language for sorting multimedia content into separate elements using tags for 
linking the elements together (col.42, lines 47-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to have combined Ludwig, Goodkovsky, and Bowman, 
because Bowman teaches above elaborate multimedia presentation to be created out of smaller, 
less bandwidth-consuming components, which would save time and resources associated with 
the use of more bandwidth. 

Claim 28 is directed towards a system for implementing the steps found in claim 10, and 
therefore is similarly rejected. 

Claim 47 is directed towards a computer-readable medium for storing the computer- 
executable steps found in claim 10, and therefore is similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 
11. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 4, 10, 12-18, 23, 25-26, 28, 30-36, 41, 43, 
45, 47, 49-55, 60, and 62-71 have been considered but are moot in Hght of the newly found prior 
art. The Applicant indicates that is not understood how the annotations show a defined attribute 
field of a database model (page 13). The Applicant is directed towards the newly added rejection 
above, which clearly addresses the issues raised by the Applicant, with teachings such as the 
well-know media time-tracking timer used for tracking a user's media viewing progress. 
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Conclusion 

I. Any inquiry concerning this commxmication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cesar B. Paula whose telephone number is (571) 272-4128. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are imsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. However, in such a case, please 
allow at least one business day. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubhshed applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubUshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, go to http://portal.uspto.gov/extemal/portal/pair . Should you have any questions about 
access to the Private PAIR system, please contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 86.6 
217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this Action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Or faxed to: 

• (703) 703-872-9306, {(571)-273-8300 as of July 15, 2005} (for all Formal communications 
intended for entry) 
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